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Introduction 


The primary purpose of This dissertation was initially to 
tell the story of Massachusetts politics from 1630 to 1686 - the 
period of the first royal charter, The intention was to answer two 
basic questions. Who were the politicians? How did they divide on 
the issues before them? The more I became involved in the Regarach 
for this work,however, the more I became muzk convinced that the second 
question could never be answered without a thorough and detailed An/SwéKR 
to the first question. It is of no use to speak of political parties 
or political interest groups unless you know completely the individuals 
who comprise the groups. You must know their family, political, religious 
and economic backgroud before you can adequately understand why they 
sidel with one group on one particular issue and with Awevice group on 
a second issue. Since this iw /ffSeAF is a major undertaking, it tials 

; Prius 
determined to attempt an answer to the firgt question inthe dissexfalana 
to save the second for a sequek companion work in the not too distant 
future. 

Before any answers can be attempted y: . ->, certain terms 
which will be widely used in the dissertation must be understood. The 
general court was the legiskative assembly of colonial Massachusetts. 
Originally it had been the meeting of the petro aaeie rents and 
stock holders of the Massachusetts Bay Company - a joint stock company 
chartered by the crown. This charter was brought to the new world with 
the settlers in 1630 and the government of the company was transFormed 


into the goYernment of the colony. The stock holders of the company - 


those intitled to vote in the seneral court were called freemen of the 


company . They became the freeman of the colony after the migration 
They were the persons with the right to vot@ in colony affairs. Mrigin 
Originally the general court aw consisted of +we [. Tac. 


governor and deputy governor) - Len ESTO ES chiefs of the colony; 


who were elected annually by the vote of the scr, HC aeerasa 


concillors or assi Stapis ywhow were elected in the same ann orto fy 3, 
the freemen. The entire court met once a year at the court of elections 
and during the rest of the year the company ws fun by NTs RAAT 
deputy governor and assistantsWho were Colfeariveky KiiouwW As The 
MAGISTRATES , 

In 1630 only a gmail body of freemen accompanyied the 
charter to the new world. These all held the rank of oneebeet assistmilte easy. 
They were therefore self perpetuating. They were the only freemen and 
they alone could vote for the colons officers. In 163] em, | his 
situation WA$ changed when a large body of ©» inhabitants were admitted 
to freemanship and thus voting rights and membership in the gneral court. 
In return the magistrates (-ne—the—merstmertsrpererresyadepuiy —gouenaor 


and 2seiebertewemeenpedeedes= extracted the right to legislate by themseives 


without the aid of the freemen. 
In 1631 the magistrates met with opposition. The citizens 
of Watertown refused to pay taxes for the fortification of Newtown.veeRl 
maAGgisIRares 
by—+-heomecietmetes. They argued that 3 the aesdétbants were not their 
own represnctatives and could not tax them without their specific consent. 


MI AGISTEATES 
C retielLares 


Th disagreed but in 1632, Fhey: Ondeaed w ebeemece appetite ten areqa acanaisa rbd 


Tivo .-. men from each town *> .L to Boston to discuss the levying of 


a lax gidtieremenemmeme This was a forerunner of representative 


government. Beginning in 1634 the concept of deputies of the freemen 
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meeting with the memmmxi magistrates for the purposes of making lavs 


became a permanent fixture. The freeman had demanded a look at the 


cencwrih 


charter and found that the making of laws was the prerogative of th 
k Fda 
solurie® 
Bea icf ed ed arew 


he Govetvor Chitimed Thene weed Taam Any 
freeman and no one elas ABepauas May, 1634 deputiesfsat as part of the 
‘ : AS T@ 


dep muri2e ‘ 
general court. Trey, wercmeon-etectedfrom tit various TOUTS tt cece 
alegre eV RO IIT SET RCRA arturo HDNET ELC AOE i Cextnl N V5 h Tow! 


PEprese any meees, The freeman continuted to pepese? 
eerie ic Seneral Pe of ree ete but it was also valigh for them 
by proxy. inxhhaxp zamEnfo th awimynrhFphxaxdedimibenxnyainymeniweiad 


In the years that followed 1634 ,a definite rivalry developed 
between the magistrates and the deputies. The deputies insisted on 
their right to meet as a separate body under their own speaker. From 
1636 on the magistrates mM claimed a negative voice - or veto on all 
bfcislative and judicial decisions of the gewceal court. In 1642 in 
the case of Sherman v Keayne the issue — to a head. The magistrates 
x retained their right as a distinctive body within the gneral court 
to reject decisions but the deputies consiituted themselves as a spearate 
body with their own speaker. In 1644 a special law recognized the 
existence to both houses of the general court and the concurreice of 
both was required for the passages of A 

It is with the deputies to the general ourt that this 
dissertation will be primarly concerned. In most towns they were the 
leading politicians - the leaders of the towns. Attention will also 
he given to those magistrates who mwever sat in the lower house. The 
questions to be asked pe rmnisiemacmnanee about them are specifically. 


How many of them were there during the old charter period and from 


Fromwhat towns did they come Sawm ? How many of them lived in the towns 


they represented and how many were " absentee " representatives liming 


mpebeta 


in one town and representing another? 


me vb 


It has been asserted that much of the dissention in the later part 
of the old charter peroad came about as a agus of political exclusions. 


Er ts SAID Vite 
Exedneieonesf many non puritans - some of them men of wealth=-and excTrsron 


many weve @fthuded oo 
@feiene second generation puritansyfrom positions of power. This is 
said to have created €he situation of politically ambitious, wealty 
men without poltical power om ALT a revolutionary situation. This 
disseration will attempt to ammwerxtke discover whether the second 
generation was kept from political povemtunecne® wealthy non puritans 
were barred from public office. 
The Lies of Mpssachusetts required that the candidates 
for colony wide office ( yA Aeputy qdernor, assistant or deputy ) 
hee ccenen of the colony. At the same time the law required that 
Candid ates for freemanship be members of one of the récognizxed churches 
Off the colony. This work will try to discover if the laws were iurorceas 
ik Were the freemen membexsxafchurch members ? Were the deputies, freemen ? 
La—short_swere—the laiseidebed . 
fine executive officers of the towns of Massachusetts were 
the =u Ssiesimen - They were elected by the town meetings to carry 
out the executive business of the town and to govern the towns between 
town meetings. Seem Were these men the same men who governed the colony ? 
Was there any relationship between town office and colony office? These 
questions will also be investigated. 
The early settlers of Massachusetts came from aristocratme 
Godtend where great families ruled the country and where less great famlies 
ruled the counties and boroughs and where the Mocal squire dominated the 


eta of the countrs side. Were these practices continued in 


ia al tr 


ae Lanahin in a nartienalar family necessary or at 


vic 


least heppful in attaining political offie. Was wealth or a particular 


occupation heim#px a prerequisite for pux power? 


Se Ge : 
Aas a Answers to all of these questions wktl be attempted 


One additional explanatory note is necessary before the 
the dissertation atself can begin. I have been forced to be somewhat 
arbitrary about deciding how many times a particulAr person was elected 
to sit in vA AR court. The town records seldom mention the fos? 
elections of deputies. Most of those which flo record their electiongyfor 
the “ay session of the jgneral court. It had been assumed in this work 
that every person sitting in the May Session was newly elected to the 
court. The problem becomes more fcomplicated for the sessions held at 
odd times in the year. If the entire compostion of the court has veen 
radically altered from he last session, this work has assumed that new 
elections were AR ip se not then the session is considered as emnkknuxuexs 
a continuationm of the last session. In either case ad eae at 
a@ KEM session of the court who had not attended the last session is 
considered newly elected. As a general rule new elections were held 
for ach session of the general court during the early gears of the colony. 
At mid century kheyxhbepanxhenkax elections re deputies began to become 
annual affairs. One further note - Abb tetnls used in this dissertation 
exclude Temes tagmkbak men who may have sat as deputies but whose names 
could not be diciphered in the original secretaries lisfSof deputies 


because of mutilation of the manuscripts. This fact will not greatly 


alter the conclusions for there were not a great many names wnich could 


not be read. 


